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Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 06 November 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) D Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

7) |KI Claim(s) 7^9 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/6/2008, with respect to the prior art rejection of 
claims 1, 3, 6-15, 27-28, and 30 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 
prior art rejection of claims 1 , 3, 6-15, 27-28, and 30 has been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 8 and 9 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 7 recites the limitation "the target resource". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 1, 3, 6, 10-15, 27-28, and 30 are allowed. 

6. The following is an Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
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In interpreting the claims amended in Applicant's response dated 1 1/6/2008 and 
in view of Applicant's arguments, the Examiner finds the claimed invention to be 
patentably distinct from the prior art of record. 

7. The prior art of record fails to teach the limitations of receiving a request for a 
first server blade to access a shared resource hosted by a second server blade, 
using a first firmware located at the first server blade, determining the second 
server blade via which the shared resource may be accessed wherein the first 
firmware implements an Extensible Firmware Interface framework, entering a 
System Management Mode at the first server blade and the second server blade, 
in response to entering the System Management Mode initiating an out of band 
communications channel between the first server blade and the second server 
blade, sending the request to the second server blade via the out of band 
communications channel, and using second firmware located at the second 
server blade, accessing the shared resource wherein the second firmware 
implements the Extensible Firmware Interface framework, as claimed in 
combination with the remainder of limitations present in independent claim 1 . 

8. Chilton (US 2002/0124134) teaches a data storage system cluster architecture. 
Chilton teaches sharing resources between multiple computing platforms by 
determining which platform stores a shared resource, and accessing the shared 
resource. However, Chilton fails to explicitly teach or suggest the use of blade servers, 
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wherein a request is received for a first server blade to access a shared resource 
hosted by a second server blade, using a first firmware located at the first server blade, 
determining the second server blade via which the shared resource may be accessed 
wherein the first firmware implements an Extensible Firmware Interface framework, 
along with other claim features present in independent claim 1 (Chilton, Para. 0036). 

9. Cohn et al. (US 2003/0191908) teaches a dense server environment that shares 
an IDE drive. Cohn teaches a blade server environment whereby a first blade server is 
capable of locating a shared resource located at another blade server and 
requesting/accessing said shared resource located at another blade server through the 
use of firmware. However, Cohn fails to explicitly teach or suggest the use of an 
Extensible Firmware Interface framework, or the System Management Mode features in 
combination with other limitations present in independent claim 1 (Cohn, Abstract, 
Para. 0040). 

1 0. Hemphill et al. (US 5,696,895) teaches fault tolerant multiple network servers. 
Hemphill teaches sending resource access requests to a second computing platform via 
an out of band communication channel. Hemphill additionally teaches wherein the out of 
band communication channel comprises one of a system management bus, an 
Ethernet-based network, or a serial communication link. However, Hemphill fails to 
explicitly teach or suggest the System Management Mode features in combination with 
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other limitations present in independent claim 1 (Hemphill, Abstract, Figure 1, Col. 3 
lines 31-48). 

1 1 . Claims 3, 6, and 1 0-1 2 are allowed because of the combination of other 
limitations and the limitations listed above, in view of their dependency upon 
independent claim 1. 

12. Claims 8 and 9 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

1 3. Independent claims 1 3 and 27 are allowed because of the combination of 
allowable subject matter as outlined with respect at independent claim 1 above, in 
combination with other limitations. 

14. Claims 14-15 are allowed because of the combination of other limitations and the 
limitations listed above, in view of their dependency upon independent claim 13. 

1 5. Claims 28 and 30 are allowed because of the combination of other limitations 
and the limitations listed above, in view of their dependency upon independent claim 27. 



Application/Control Number: 10/606,636 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2441 

16. Any comments considered necessary by Applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 



Conclusion 

1 7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GRANT FORD whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8630. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:30 Mon-Thurs alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571)272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/G. F.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2441 



/Andrew Caldwell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2442 



